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L REAL PARTY IN DfTEREST 
The real party in interest in tiie present application is Rigjitsline, Inc. 



n. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 



There are no related pending appeals or interferences. 

in. STATUS OF CLAIMS 
Claims 1-29 are pending in the present application. Claiiris 1-29, which are listed in the 
attached claims appendix, are the subject of this appeal. 



The present application includes three independent claims. Each independent claim is 
paraphrased below, with citations to corresponding portions of the specification and drawings. 
These citations are provided in order to illustrate specific examples and embodiments of the 
recited claim language and related ravironments, and not to limit the claims. 

Independent Claim 1 is directed to a media rights licensing apparatus (see, e.g., 100, 108, 
Fig. 1). The media rights licensing apparatus comprises: 



• a rights owner application configured to execute on a computer configured to 
receive workflow rules, pricing rules, payment rules, and a license request 
template defined by a rights owner (see, e.g., 102, Fig. 1; and page 6, line 25, to 
page 9, line 18). 

• a repository database coupled to the rights owner application, wherein the 
repository is configured to store the workflow rules, pricing rules and license 
request templates defined by the rights ownet (see, e.g., 104, Fig.l; and page 6, 
line 25, to page 9, line 18). 



IV, STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 
No am^dments were made in response to the Final Office Action. 



V, SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 
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• a rigjits exdiange application coiqiled to Ae repository database (see, e.g., 108, 
Fig. 1; and page 6, line 25, to page 9, line 18). 

• The rights racchange plication is configured to: 

• receive a licensing request from a potential licensee related to a first media 
property (see, e.g., 302, Fig. 3A; and page 19, line 6 to page 19, line 21); 

• conduct a licensing transaction of at least a first right associated with the first 
media property by determining rights available for the first media property by 
searching the repository database (see, e.g., 302, Fig. 3A; and page 19, line 6 to 
page 19, line 21); 

• present a first licttisetanplate defined by the rights owner (see, e.g., 304, Fig. 3A; 
and page 19, line 6 to page 19, line 21); 

• receive first lic»se template entries from flie potential licensee (see, e.g., 304, 
Fig. 3A; and page 19, line 6, to page 19, line 21); 

• transmit in real-time the first license template entries to the rights owner (see, e.g., 
310, Fig. 3A: and page 20, lines 1 1-27); 

• receive fitMn the rights o\mcr approval of a license for the first right, and to 
trananit the approval to the potential licensee (see, e.g., 318, Fig. 3 A; and page 
21, lines 16-23). 

Independent Claim 1 1 is directed to a metiiod of managing and licensing rights associated 
with media (see. e.g.. Figs. 2 and 3A-B; and page 9, Une 19, to page 24, line 2). The method of 
managing and licensing rights associated with media comprises: 

• receiving from a rights licensor of a first media an instruction defined which system 
entities and entity attributes can be used as search parameters by a search «aigine (see 
page 18, lines 5-11; and page 19, lines 6-13); 

• receiving firan the rights licensor a definition of information types that a potential 
licensee is to provide in a license request submission for at least a first right for the 
first media (see, 226, Fig. 2; and page 10, line 25, to page 1 1 , line 12); 
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• receiving from the rights licensor a definition of at least a portion of a licensing 
transaction woricflow to be used in a Ucensing transaction for at least the first right 
(see, e.g., 226, 228, 230, Fig.2; page 6, lines to 8; page 10, line 25, to page 11, line 
15; and page 18, Une 12, to page 19, line 3); 

• receiving from the rights Ucensor instructions as to what notifications are to be 
provided to the rights licensor and to the potential licensee during the licensing 
transaction (see, e.g., page 18, lines 10 to 27); 

• receiving fi»m the rigjits licensor authorizing instructions configured to specify who 
is authorized to perform predetermined acts during the licensing transaction (see, 
e.g., 234, Fig. 2; and page 12, line 17, to page 13, line 13); and 

• conductug the licoising transaction in accordance with the ri^ts licensor's 
notification instnictions, ri^ts licensor defined workflow, and au&orizing 
instructions (se^ e.g.. Figs. 3A-B; and page 17, line 29, to page 24, line 2). 

Ind^endent aaim 25 is directed to an ^paratus fiw managing licensing transactions related 
to media rights (see, e.g., 100, 108, Fig. 1). The apparatus comprises: 

a first instruction stored in computer readable memory, the first instruction configured to 
transmit over the network to the user licaising terms defined by the licensor for a first media 
property (see, e.g.. Fig. 1 ; and page 19, lines 6, to page 19, line 21); 

a second instruction stored in computer readable memory, the second instruction configured 
to receive over a network a license inquiry from a usw regarding at least a first right for the first 
media property (see, e.g., Fig. 1 ; and page 1 9, lines 6, to page 1 9, line 21); 

a third instruction stored in computo: readable monory, the third instruction configured to 
receive a user response to the licensing terms, the user response including one of a license 
acceptance, a counteroffer, and an indication that the user is not proceeding wifli the Ucensing 
transaction (see, e.g.. Fig. 1; and page 21, lines 15-26); 

a fourth instruction stored in compute readable memory, the fourth instruction configured to 
set a first status in real-time related to the first right at least parUy in response to the user 
response (see, e.g.. Fig. 1; and page 22, lines 11-13); 
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a fiflh instraction stored in computer readable memory, the fiffli instruction configured to 
transmit a notification relating to the user response to a recipient designated by the licensor (see, 
e.g,, Fig. 1; and page 22, lines 1 1-17); and 

a sixth instruction stored in computer readable memory, die sixth instruction configured to 
receive an instruction Scorn the licensor after transmitting the notification, and at least partly in 
response to the instruction, to set a second status related to the first right (see, e.g., Fig. 1; and 
page22, lines 18-25). 

VL GROIJIWS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 
The following grounds of rejection are to be reviewed on appeal: 

1. The rejection of Claims 7-9, 11-12, 14-20, and 24-25 under 35 USC § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent No, 6,1 89,146 to Misra et al ("Misra"). 

2. The rejection of Claim 26-28 under 35 USC § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Misra. 

3. The rejection of Claims 1-6, 1 3, 21-23 and 29 under 35 USC § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Misra in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,940,504 to Griswold. 

4. The rejection of Claim 10 under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Misra 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,838,910 to Domenikos. 

Vn. ARGUMENT 
1. The rejection of Clai ms 1-7, 10, and 11 under 35 U.S,C. S 102(a) Over Misra 

For the reasons set forth below. Appellants respectfiiUy submit that the rejection of 
Claims 7-9, 1 1-12, 14-20, and 24-25 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) is improper. 

A prior art reference does not anticipate the pending claims if it does not, alone, 
identically disclose each element of the Applicant's claims. MPEP § 2131; &e also. In re 
Attwood, 148 USPQ 203, 210-211 (CCPA 1966). Even if the prior art disclosure is 
"substantially the same" as the claimed invention, anticipation may not be found. Jamesburv 
Corp. V. Litton hidustrial Products. Inc., 756 F.2d 1556, 1560, 225 USPQ 253, 256 (Fed. Cir. 
1985). Only when a prior art reference claim either expressly or inherently describes each and 
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every elraient as set forth in the claim should the claims be rejected as being anticipated. 
Verdepflal Bros.. Inc. V. Union Oil Co. o f California, 814F.2d 628, 631, 2USPQ 2d. 1051, 1053 
(Fed. Cir. 1987); generally. In re Oelrick 666 F.2d 578, 212 USPQ 323 (CCPA 1982). 

Because Misra does not disclose, expressly or inho-ently, each claim element of Claims 
7*9, 1 1-12, 14-20, and 24-25, Appellants submit that the rejection of these claims is improper. 

Independent Claim 7 

The rqection of Claim 7 is improper because, among other reasons, Misra does not either 
expressly or inherently describe a module configured to visually present to a first pot«itial 
licensee a first license form including Ucense tarns defined by the first intellectual property 
rights licensor, or a module configured to visually present to a second potential licensee a second 
license form including license terms defined by the second intellectual property rights licensor. 
Claim 7 is reproduced belovsr. 

7. A system for managing intellectual property ri^ts, comprising: 

a first module configured to receive over a network information related to 

intellectual property ri^ts available for at least a first property fi-om a first intellectual 

property rights licensor and for at least a second property firom a second intellectual 

property owner; 

a repository coupled to the first module, wherein the repository is configured to 
store the information related to the intellectual rights for the first property and the second 
property; and 

a second module configured to: 

visually present to a first potential licensee a first license form including license 
terms defined by the first intellectual property rights licensor; 

receive data entered into the fust license form by the first potential licensee, the 
data including a request to license a first ri^t; 

determine if the first right is available, and if the first right is available, to submit 
the first Ucaise request, including at least a portion of the received data, for approval; 

transmit a first license approval to the first potential licensee; 
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visually present to a second potential licensee a second license forai including 
license terms defined by the second intellectual property rights licensor; 

receive data entered into flie second license form by the second potential licensee, 
the data including a request to lic^e a second right; 

determine if the second ri^t is available, and if the second right is available, to 
submit the second license request, including at least a portion of the received data, for 



transmit a second license approval to the second potential licensee. 



In aisserting that Misra discloses a module configured to "visually present to a first 
potential licensee a first license form including lic«ise terms defined by the first intellectual 
property rights licensor^' and ^Visually present to a second potential licensee a second license 
form including license terms defined by the second intellectual property rights licensor," the 
Examiner relies on Misra, coL 12, lines 40^5, coL 15, line 56, to col. 16, line 6, and Fig. 7. 
Appellants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's characterization of Misra. 

Rather than inherratly or expressly disclosing a module configured to visually present to 

a first potenti^ hcoisee a first license form including license terms defined by a first intellectual 

property ri^ts licensor, or to visually present to a second potential licensee a second license 

form including hc»se temis defined by a second intellectual property righte licensor, Misra at 

col. 1 5, line 56, to col. 1 6, line 6, as cited by the Examiner, merely discloses: 

"FIG. 7 shows a more detailed method for providing a platform challenge to the client 
In this illustration, the intermediate server 32 is shown as the go between, with the forwarding 
steps omitted for, ease of description. An aspect of platform validation is establishing the 
authenticity of the client. The system utilizes the client's executable image to generate a digital 
signature that uniquely identifies the client As noted €ibove, the client's executable image is 
available to the license server 28 because it is stored in the client image cache 120. When a 
client requests a software license from the license server, the client 30 submits a client software 
ID (step 220 in FIG. 7). The software ID is assigned by the software manufacturer/vendor to be 
unique for each client release. The client software ID is a bit field that contains a platform 
identifier, a vendor identifier, and a client revision field. The arrangement of the bits depends on 
how many platforms and clients are supported " 



approval; 
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Similarly, Misra, at col. 12, lines 40-45, is directed to generating unique server and client 
identifiers, and is not concerned with the visual presentation of Ucense fonns. Figure 7 further 
fidls to disclose the visual presentation of license fonns. 

Thus, Misra discloses an automated platform chaUenge to a client computer system and is 
not concerned with, and does not disclose, the visual presentation of Ucense forms. Therefore, 
even assuming, arguendo, that the secure Kcense store 122 is a licensor as asserted by the 
Examiner, and that the platform challenge of Misra corresponds to a "a first license form" as 
argued by the Examiner, Misra does not expressly or inherently disclose a module configured to 
visually present to a first potential licensee a first license form including Ucense terms defined by 
a first intellectual property rights licensor, or to visually present to a second potential Ucensee a 
second Ucense form including Ucense terms defined by a second intellectual property rights 
licensor. 

Because Misra does not expressly or inherently describe each element in Claim 7, the 
rejection of Claim 7 is inqiroper. 



Because Clauns 8 and 9 and depend fiwm Claim 7, the rejection of Claims 8 and 9 are 
improper for at least tiie reasons set forth above fin- Claim 7. 



The rejection of Claim 11 is iinpropa- because, among otiier reasons, Misra does not 
either expressly or inherently describe electronically receiving from a rights Ucensor of a first 
media an instruction defining which system entities and entity attributes can be used as search 
parameters by a seardi engine; electronicaUy receiving from a rights licensor instructions as to 
v/baA human perceptible notifications are to be provided to the rights licensor and to the potential 
Ucensee during the Ucensing transaction; or electronically receiving fi^om the rights Ucensor 
authorizing instructions configured to speciiy which person is authorized to perform 
predeterawned acts during the licensing transaction. Claim 1 1 is reproduced below. 



Dependoit Claims ^.Q 



Indeomdent Claim 1 1 
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11. A method of managing and licoising rights associated with media, the medrad 
oonqnising:. 

dectiomcally receiving from a rights Ucensor of a first media an instraction 
defining which system entities and entity attributes can be used as seardi parameters by a 
search engine; 

electronically receiving from the rights licensor a definition of information types 
that a potential licensee is to provide in a license request submission for at least a first 
right for the first media; 

electronically receiving from the rigjits licensor instructions as to what human 
perceptible notifications are to be provided to flie rights licensor and to tihe potential 
Uc^isee during the licensing transaction; 

electronically receiving from the rights licensor authorizing instructions 
configured to specify which p&soa is authorized to pofoim predetennined acts during 
- the licensing transaction; and 

conducting, using a computer system, the licensing transaction in accordance with 
the rights licensor's notification instructions, and authorizing instructions. 

With reference to flie claim elements "electronicaUy receiving fiom a ri^ts licensor of a 
first media an instruction defining which system entities and entity attributes can be used as 
search parameters by a search engine," the Examiner asserts that the foregoing elements are 
disclosed by Misra at col. 10, line 45 - col. 1 1, line 30, and Figure 3. The Examiner does not 
make any attmpt, however, to explain how or why the above-quoted elements of Claim 11 are 
disclosed by these sections of Misra, and Appellants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's 
characterization of Misra. 

A carefiil review of the foregoing citation fails to disclose "electronically receiving fixMn a 
rights licensor of a first media an instruction defining which Systran entities and entity attributes 
can be used as search parameters by a seardi engine." histead, Misra at col. 10, Une 45 - col. 1 1, 
line 30, merely discloses: 
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Tlie client authenticating module 124 compares the client executable image receivedfrom 
the client to the client exectUable image stored in the client image cache 120, The client is 
deemed authentic if the two images match. The client authenticating module 124 informs the 
granting module 126 when the client is authenticated. 

The granting module 126 grants a software license from the secure license store 112 to 
the authenticated client. To prevent an issued license from being copied from machine to 
machine, the software license is assigned to a specific client by assigning a client ID to the 
license and including that ID within the license The software license is also given a license ID. 
The license ID is associated with the client ID in the client assignment table 116 to track which 
client receives the issued license. 

The license server 28, based on information derived from the license pacK fills infields 
of a license data structure at the time the license is issued. As one example, the license data 
structure is implemented using an X.509 certificate, which is well known in the art The license 
server 28 then digitally signs the software license using a signing key that is not disclosed to the 
client Table 5 shows the data fields of a software license data structure. 

As part of the granting process, the client assignment table 116 is updated to reflect that 
a particular license having a specific license ID is issued to a particular client having a specific 
client ID, Additionally, the number assigned field in the license pack table 114 is updated to 
reflect thai another license has been assigned to a client. 

Figure 3 of Misra fiirtiier foils to disclose "electronically receiving fiom a rights lic«isQr 
of a first media an instruction defining which system entities and entity attributes can be used as 
search parameters by a search engine/' 

With reference to the claim elements regarding electronically receiving from a rights 
lienor instructions as to what human perceptible notifications are to be provided to the rights 
licensor and to the potential licensee during the licensing transaction, the Examiner takes the 
position that the foregoing element is disclosed by Misra at col. 15, line 47 to col. 16, line 37, 
and Figs. 6-7. The Examine* argues that the foregoing element "is taught by Misra as according 
to the license instructions, the right licensor and the potential licensee send eadi other responses 
corresponding to the license request." Appellants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's 
characterization of Misra. A careful inspection of the citation relied on by the Examiner fails to 
disclose electronically receiving firom a rights licensor instructions as to what human perceptible 
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notifications are to be provided to the rights Ucensor and to the potential licensee during the 
licensing transaction. Indeed, the disclosure of Misra, at coL 1 5, line 47 to coL 16, line 37, and at 
Figs. 6-7, discusses an automated platfonn challenge interaction between a license server 28 and 
a cUent 30, and interactions between the cUent 30, a license generator 26, the license server 28, 
and an intermediate server 32. Hence, tha-e would not appear to be a need for electronically 
receiving fix>m a rights licensor instructions as to what human perceptible notifications are to be 
provided to the rights licensor and to the potential licensee during the licensing transaction as 
claimed. 

Further, Misra fails to disclose or suggest electronically receiving fixmi the rights licensor 
authorizing instructions configured to ^ecify which person is authorized to perform 
predetermined acts during the licensiag transaction, as claimed. While the Examiner asserts that 
the foregoing element is disclosed by Misra at col. 10, line 60 to col. 12, Ime 14, and ooL 15, 
Hues 4-28, and Figs. 3, 6, a careful review of the foregoing citation fails to disclose electronically 
receivmg firom the rigihts licensor authorizing instructions configured to specify which person is 
authorized to perform predetemiined acts during the licensing transaction. Rather, the citations 
relied on by the Examiner appear to discuss automated interactions between a client 30, a license 
generator 26, a license server 28, and an intermediate server 32, and do not discuss acts by a 
person. 

Because Nfisra does not expressly or inherently describe each element in Claim U, the 
rejection of Claim 1 1 is in^oper. 

Dependent Claims 12. 14-20, and 24 

Because Claims 12, 14-20, and 24 depend fi'om Claim 11, the rejection of Claims 12, 14- 
20, and 24 are improper for at least the reasons set forth above for Claim 1 1. 

Indep endent Claim 2S 

As set forth below, the rejection of Claim 25 is improper because the applied reference 
does not either expressly or inherently describe each and every element of Claim 25. The claim 
is reproduced below. 
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25. An a|>paratus for managing licensing transactions related to media rights, the 
apparatus comprising instructions stored in computer readable memory configured to: 

transmit over a networic to a first user first licensing tenns defined by a licensor 
for a first media propertjr; 

receive over a network a license inquiry fixrai a the first user regarding at least a 
first right for the first media propertjr, 

receive a response ftom the first user to flie first licensing terms, the first usct 
response including a ficense acceptance, a counteroffer, or an indication that the first user 
is not proceeding with the licensing transaction; 

set a first status in real-tune related to the first right at least partly in response to 
the first user response; 

transmit a notification relating to the user response to a redpi^it designated by the 
licensor 

receive an instruction fix>m the licensor afta: transmitting fiie notification, and at 
least partly in response to the instruction, to set a second status related to the first right; 

transmit over a network to a second user second licensing terms defined by a 
licensor for a second media property, wherein the licensor for tfie second media property 
is not the same as the licensor for the first media property; 

receive over a network a license inquiry from the second user regarding at least a 
second right for the second media propaty; 

receive a response &om the second user to the second licensing terms, the second 
user response including a license acceptance, a counteroffer, or an indication that the 
second user is not proceeding with the licensing transaction; 

set a second status in real-time related to the second right at least partiy in 
response to the second user response; 

transmit a notification relating to the user response to a recipient designated by the 
Ucensor; and 
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receive an instruction fix)m the licensor after transmitting the notification, and at 
least partly in response to the instruction^ to set a second status related to the second right. 

For example, Misra fells to teach or suggest the element: 'deceive a response fiom the 
first us^ to the first licking terms, the first user response including a lic^e acceptance, a 
countero£fer, or an indication that the first user is not proceeding with the licensing transaction." 

The Examiner takes the position that Misra, at col. 11, Table 5, col. 15, line 47 - col. 
16, line 37, and Figures 3, 6-7, disclose receiving a user response to the licensing terms, the user 
response including one of a lic^e acceptance, a counteroffer, and an indication that the user is 
not proceeding with the licoising transaction. 

However, Misra, at Table 5, merely discloses a software license data structure, and does 
not disclose a user response including one of a license acceptance, a coimteroffer, or an 
indication that the user is not proceeding with the licensing transaction. Further, Misra, at col. 
15, line 47 col. 16, line 37, describes how the license server 28 processes an "improper** response 
from a client, and further describes validating the authenticity of the client Thus, the license 
server 28 of Misra determines whether or not to proceed with the licensing process in the event 
that the client is not authenticated, Misra, at col. 15, line 47 col. 16, line 37, also does not 
disclose a user response including one of a Ucense acceptance, a counteroffer, or an indication 
that the user is not proceeding with the licking transactioiL Figures 3, 6-7, similarly disclose 
the treatment of an authentication failure or a challenge failure, and do not teach or suggest a user 
response induding one of a Ucmse acc^itance, a counteroffer, or an indication that the user is 
not proceeding with ttie licensing transaction. 

Because Misra fails to disclose a user response including one of a license acc^tance, a 
counteroff^, or an indication tfiat the user is not proceeding with the licking transaction, Misra 
further fails to disclose the claim elements: "set a first status in real-time related to the first ri^t 
at least partly in response to the first user response" and ^Hransmit a notification relating to the 
user response to a recipient designated by Ifae lic»sor.*' 
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The Examina: assexts that the element "set a first status in real-time related to Ihe first 
right at least partly in response to the first user response" is taught by Misra at col. 1 5, line 4 to 
col. 16, line 37, and that the element "transmit a notification relating to the user response to a 
recipient designated by the licensoi" is taught by Misra at col. 14, lines 47, to col. 16, line 37, 
and Figs. 3, 6. The Examiner does not make any attempt, however, to explain how or why the 
above-quoted elements of Claim 11 are disclosed by these sections of Misra, and AppeUants 
reqiectfiilly disagree with the Examinra-'s characterization of Misra. 

A careful reading of Misra fails to disclose the elements: "set a first status in real-time 
related to the first right at least partly in response to the firet user response" and "transmit a 
notification relating to the user response to a recipient designated by the licensor," in the context 
of the other claim elements. The citations reUed on by the Examiner appear directed to 
detomining if trusted infonnation (including the platform type and client*s public key) is piopra, 
determine whether a client has abeady beoi issued to the client, issuing a license to a cUent if the 
client does not ateady have a license, digitally signing the license, and rqecting an in^roper 
response fix)m the client The citations do not appear to disclose setting a status rdated to a first 
ri^t at least partly in response to a user response that includes one of a license acceptance, a 
counteroffer, or an indication that the user is not proceeding with the licensing transaction. 
Similarly, the citations do not appear to disclose transmitting a notification relating to the user 
response that includes one of a license acceptance, a counteroffer, or an indication fliat Ae user is 
not proceeding with ttie licensing transaction, to a recipient designated by Ae Ucensor. 

Because Misra does not expressly or inheroitly describe each element in Claim 25, the 
rejection of Claim 25 is improper. 

2. The reiection nf f laims 26-2R stands under 35 USC S 103fa^ as beinp 
unpatentable over Misra 
Because Claims 26, 27 and 28 depend fix>m Qaim 25, the rejection of Claims 27 and 28 
are improper for at least the reasons set forth above for Claim 25. 
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Jn addition, with respect to Claim 26, Misra fails to teach or suggest a user inquiry that 
specifies a time period* The Examiner takes the position that, because Misra teaches a lic^ise 
term comprising a time period, that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to allow the usct inquiry in Misra' s teaching to include specifying a license time period so that 
the licensor can quickly match the user^s inquiry. Appellants respectfiilly disagree with die 
Examiner. Misra fails to even disclose offering different license terms for a given software item 
to correspondingly different users. Thus, even if a user inquiry were modified as proposed by the 
Examiner to specify a license time period, the systMfi disclosed by Misra would not attempt to 
match the user specified license time period. Thus, there would be no motivation to modify the 
license request of Misra as proposed by the Examiner to include a licoise time period. 
Therefore, for this reason as well, the rejection of Claim 26 is improper. 

Further, with respect to Claim 27, Misra fails to teach or suggest that a user inquiry 
specifies a territory for tiie license, including a governmental and/or a geographic regional 
territory. The Examiner takes the position that, Misra teaches, at coL8, Table2, and col. IS, line 
66, to col. 16, luie6, a territory for the license, and argues that it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to allow the user inquiry in Misra^s teaching to include a governmental 
and/or a geographic regional territory so diat the licensor can quickly match the user's inquiry. 
Appellants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's charactmzation of Misra. Misra at col. 8, 
Table 2 merely Ust platform types (Windows, Non-Windows, Legacy, Direct-Connect) and does 
not discuss a govermnental and/or a geographic regional license territory. Further, Misra, at col. 
15, line 66, to col. 16, line 6, discloses a vinique software ID bit field that contains a platform 
identifier, a vendor identifier, and a client revision field. The software ID does not specify a 
tCTritory. 

Because Misra fails to disclose a governmental and/or a geographic regional territory, 
there would be no motivation to modify Misra as proposed by the Examiner. Th«efore, for this 
reason as well, the rejection of Claim 27 is improper. 

Additionally, with respect to Claim 28, Misra fails to teach or suggest that a user inquiry 
specifies a media human language. The Examiner takes the position that it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow the usct inquiry in Misra's teaching to include 
specifying a media language that is a human language so that the ms&c can easily interact with 
computer instructions- Appellants respectfully disagree with the Examiner. Misra fails to even 
disclose or suggest offering media or computer instructions in different human languages. 
Therefore, there would be no motivation to modify the inquiry of Misra to specify a human 
language or for the system of Misra to match such a specification. Therefore, for this reason as 
well, the rejection of Claim 28 is improper. 

3. The reiectjon of Claims 1-6. 13> 21-23 and 29 imder 35 USC 8 103fal as being 
unpatenta ble over Misra in view of Giiswold , 
Independent (^laim 1 

The rejection of Claim 1 is improper because, among other reasons, Misra and Gpswold do 
not individually or collectively disclose or suggest a rights exchange appUcation configured to 
"receive a licensing request manually provided by a potential human licensee related to a first 
media property," **receive first license template entries manually provided by the potential 
licensee;'* "cause a first Ucmse template defined by the rights owner to be visually presented to 
the potential human licOTsee," or *transmit in real-time the first license tmplate entries to be 
visually presented to file rights owner,** in the context of tiie other elements of Claim 1 . 

In order to establish prima fecie obviousness of a claimed invention, all of the claim 
limitations must be taugjht or suggested by the prior art See MPEP § 2143.03. In this case, the 
combination of Misra and Griswold fail to satisfy this basic requirement Claim 1 is rquroduced 
below. 

1 . A media rights licrasing apparatus, comprising: 

a ri^ts owner application stored in computer readable memory and configured to 
execute on a compute* configured to receive pricing rules, payment rules, and a license 
request template defined by a rigihts own^ 
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a r^sitoiy database stored in computer readable memory and coupled to the 
rights owner application, wherein the repository is configured to store the pricing rules 
and license request templates defined by the rights owner, and 

a rights exchange qjplication stored in computer readable memory and coupled to 
the repository database, the ri^ts exchange qjplication configured to: 

receive a licensing request manually provided by a potential human 
licensee related to a first media property; 

conduct a hcensing transaction of at least a first right associated with the 
first media property by determining rights available for the first media property by 
searching the repository database; 

cause a first license tOTiplate defined by the rights owner to be visually 
presented to the potential human licensee; 

receive first license tanplate entries manually provided by the potential 
Ucensee; 

transmit in real-time the first lic^e template entries to be visually 
presented to the rights owner; 

receive from the rights owner approval of a license for the first right, and 
to transmit the approval to the potential licensee. 

With respect to a rights exchange application configured to "receive a licensing request 
manually provided by a potential human Ucensee related to a first media property^ and "receive 
first Hcense template entries manually provided by the potential Ucense,** the Examiner admits 
that Misra feUs to disclose that a license request and license template entries received from the 
licensee are manually provided. Nonetheless, the Examiner states that "manually provided 
information fix)m one party to anotfier party is well known in the art and traditional practice in 
the business, such as submitting p^>er document from one coinpany to another company." The 
Examiner argues that it "would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to allow the 
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license request and the license template entries in Misra's teaching to be provided manually by 
tiie licensee for simplifying the media rights licensing apparatus/' 

Aj^Uants disagree with the Examiner^s reasoning. The Examiner failed to provide any 
support fijT the assertion that the media rigjits licmsing apparatus of Misra would be simplified if 
the licensee were to manually provide a license request and license template entries. Further, 
even assuming, arguendo, that the modification proposed by the Examiner would simplify the 
media rights licensing apparatus of Misra, the Examiner has faUed to provide any reason why 
such a simplification would be desirable. Indeed, as discussed below, Misra appears to teach the 
desirability of automating the licensing of software- 
Further, if the proposed modification or combination of the prior art would change the 
principle of operation of the prior art invention being modified, then the teachings of the 
references are not sufficient to render the clauns prima facie obvious. In re Ratti, 270 F.2d 810, 
123 USPQ 349 (CCPA 1959). MPEP, § 2143.01. Here. Misra teaches that when "a cUent 
connects to a server, the cliwt presents a valid license (if it has one). If the cli«it does not have 
an appropriate license, the server assists ttie client in obtaining a license firom the Ucense server. 
This provides an automated mechanism for clients to obtain and license server to distribute 
licenses to clients." CoL 2, lines 62-67 («nphasis added). Similariy, Misra teaches "If the client 
does not have an appropriate license, the intennediate server 32 assists the client in obtaining a 
license from flie license server 28. This provides an automated mechanism for distributing 
licenses to clients." Col. 4, lines 50-54 (emphasis added). Still fijrther, Misra discloses 
"Software licenses are distributed to the client automatically by the license server:' CoL 14, 
lines 54-55 (emphasis added). Here, Appellants submit that the modification proposed by the 
Examina: would change the principle under which the system disclosed by Misra appears 
designed to operate. 

The rejection of Claim 1 is also improp^ because Misra does not disclose or suggest a 
rights exdiange application configured to: "cause a first license template defined by the rights 
owner to be visually presented to the potential human licensee,*' or "transmit in real-time the first 
license template entries to be visually presented to the rights owner.** 
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The Examine asserts that the Misra, a col. 14, line 64, to col. 15, line 3, and Figs. 3, 6-7, 

discloses the elemmt *'cause a first license template defined by the rights owner to be visually 

presented to the potential human licensee.** The Examiner does not make any attempt, however, 

to ej^lain how or why the above-quoted elements of Claim 1 are disclosed or suggested by these 

sections of Misra, and Appellants respectfiilly disagree with the Examiner's characterization of 

Misra Rather than disclosing causing a first license template defined by the rights owner to be 

visually presented to die potential human licensee, Misra, a col. 14, line 64, to col. 15, line 5, is 

directed to facilitating a client's initial connection to an intermediate server, and merely recites: 

*'FIG. 5 shows steps in a process that facilitates a client's initial connection to the 
intermediate server. The client connects to the intermediate server 32 to ask for 
services or data provided by the server. Prior to working with the client and 
providing access to files, the intermediate server 32 wants to verify first that the 
client has a valid software license issued by a recognized license server, *' 

Figs. 3, 6-7 also fail to disclose causing a first license template defined by the rights 
own^ to be visually presented to the potential human licensee. 

Similarly, while the Examiner asserts that the Misra, a col. 15, lines 4-28 and Figs. 6-7, 
discloses the element '^transmit in real-time the first license template ratries to be visually 
presented to the rights owner," the Examine does not make any attempt, however, to explain 
how or why the above-quoted elanents of Claim 1 are disclosed or suggested by these sections of 
Misra, and Appellants respectfiilly disagree with the Examiner's charact^ization of Misra, 
Misra at col. 15, lines 4-28, merely discloses: 

At step 196 in FIG. 6, the client responds to the challenge in a manner that 
provides trusted information about client, including the platform type and the client's 
public key. The response is passed to the intermediate server 32, which forwards it to 
the license server 28 (step 198). 

At step 200 in FIG. 6, the license server determines whether the response is 
proper, and hence, whether the client is authentic. If the client is authenticated (ie., 
the "yes" branch fi^om step 200), the license server proceeds with granting a 
software license. The license server 28 first queries the secure license store 112 to ii 
determine if a license for that client has alreadly been issued (step 202). This 
procedure accommodates the case in which the client has lost its valid software 
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license. If a non-expired license is found, the license server 28 forwards it to the 
client 30. 

Otherwise, the license server 28 attempts to allocate a software license for 
the client, assuming a non-assigned license still exists in the license pack. If a license 
can be allocated, the license server 28 retrieves a software license that is 
appropriate for the client's platform ft-om the secure software store 112 and grants 
the software license to the client (step 204 in FIG. 6). The license server 28 adds a 
record to the client assignment table 116 and the corresponding number assigned 
field is tq}dated to reflect one additional allocation. 

The foregoing citation does not even mention visually presenting template entries to a 
licensor, much less the claim elements. Figs. 6-7 likewise fail to disclose transmitting in real- 
time license template entries to be visually presented to a rights owner. 

Further, the Examiner admits that Misra fails to teach that a ri^ts owner application 
receives pricing and payment rules. Nonetheless, the Examiner relies on Griswold to supply the 
missing elements. 

However, Misra does not even mention pricing or payment rules. Therefore, even if 
Misra wore to receive and store pricing or payment rules, Misra does iiot disclose using pricing 
or payment rules. Thus, the ref^ences do not support the Examiner's assertion regarding a 
motivation to combine. 

In summary, because the Misra and Griswold do not disclose or suggest all of the 
elements of Claim 1, and because the Examiner has not identified an adequate suggestion or 
motivation to combine the refierences, the rqection of Claim 1 is improper and should be 
withdrawn. 



Because Claims 2-6 depend from Claim 1, the rejection of Claims 2-6 are improper for at 
least the reasons set forth above for Claim 1 . 

In addition, with respect to Claim 2, the apphed referraces neither teach nor suggest a 
rights search engine wherein the rights owner can configure which system entities and which 
attributes for the system entities can be iised as searchable parameters by the search engine. 
AVhile the Examiner asserts that the foregoing element is disclosed by Misra at col. 9, lines 29 - 
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67, and col. 10, lines 53-59, the Examine does not make any attempt, however, to explain how 
or why ttie above-quoted elements of Claim 2 are disclosed by these sections of Misra, and 
Appellants respectfiiUy disagree witti the Examiner's characterization of Misnu Misra, at coL 9, 
lines 29 -67, discloses a client assignment table, but does not disclose a rights search engme 
wherein the ri^ts owner can configure which system entities and which attributes for the system 
entities can be used as searchable parameters by the search engine. Misra, at col. 10, lines 53-59, 
disclosing assigning a client ID and license ID, but does not teach or suggest the claim elements. 
Therefore, for this reason as well, the rejection of Claim 2 is improper. 

Dependent Claims 13. 21^23 

Because Clanns 13, 21-23 depend fix)m Claim 11, the rejection of Claims 13, 21-23 are 
improper for at least the reasons set forth above for Claim 11. 

In addition, with respect to Claims 21 and 22, Misra fails to teach or suggest that the 
media is a movie or a musical perfoimance. Mism is unconcerned witti the licensing of 
entertainment media, and is instead directed to licensing software. Indeed, tiie Misra patent is 
titled "System and Method for Software Licensing*', The systems and methods for licensing 
software disclosed by Misra do not appear to be usable for licensing a movie or a musical 
p^ormance. Further, the motivation provided by the Examine: '^o attract more useis to use 
Misra's teaching" is not a proper motivation. For these reason a& well, the rejection of Claims 2 1 
and 22 are improper. Similarly, the rejection of Claim 23 is likewise improper. 

4. The rejection of Claim 10 undCT 35 USC S lQ3fa) as being unpatentable over Misra in 

view of Domenikos. 

Because Claim 10 depends from Claim 7, the rejection of Claim 10 is improper for at 
least the reasons s^ forth above for Claim 7. 

Vm. CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth above, the refections of Claims 1-29 are improper and should be 
reversed. 
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IX. CLAIMS APPENDIX 

WHATIS CLAIMED IS : 

L A media rights licensing apparatus, comprising: 

a rights owner application stored in computer readable memory and configured to 
execute on a computer configured to receive pricing rules, payment rules, and a license 
request template defined by a rights owner; 

a repositoiy database stored in computer readable memory and coupled to the 
rights owner application, wha-ein the repository is configured to store the pricing rules 
and license request templates defined by the rights owner; and 

a rights exchange application stored in computer readable mmiory and coupled to 
the repository database, the rights exchange application configured to: 

receive a licensing request manually provided by a potential human licensee 
related to a first media property; 

conduct a licensing transaction of at least a first right associated with the first 
media property by determining rights available for the first media propaly by searching 
the repository database; 

cause a first license tCTiplate defined by the rights ovm&c to be visually presented 
to the potential human licensee; 

receive first licoise template entries manually provided by the potmtial licensee; 

transmit in real-time the first license template entries to be visually presented to 
the rights ownen 

receive fi^om the ri^ts owner aiqiroval of a license for the fiist right, and to 
transmit the approval to the potential licensee. 
2. The media ri^ts licensing apparatus as defined in Claim 1, fiuther comprising a 
rights search engine wherein the rights owner can configure which system entities and which 
attributes for ttie system entities can be used as seardiable parameters by the search engine. 
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3. The media rights licking apparatus as defined in Claim 1» further comprising a 
license request template stored in computer readable memory and defined by the rights owner. 

4. The media rights licensing apparatus as defined in Claim 1, further comprising a 
plurality of rules stored in computer readable memory and defined by the rights owner, die rules 
configured to define which media ri^ts licensing s^aratus users are authorized to perform 
predefined actions. 

5. The media rights licensing apparatus as defined in Claim 4, wherein the predefined 
actions iuclude one or more of accepting a licensing request, denying a licensing request, and 
negotiating a licensing request. 

6. The media ri^ts licensing apparatus as defined in Claim 1, further comprising a 
plurality of notifications stored in computer readable memory and defined by the rights owner, 
tiie plurality of notifications configured to be issued during the licensing process in response to 
criteria specified by the rights owno:. 

7. A system for managing intellectual property ri^its, comprising: 

a first module configured to receive over a network information related to 
intellectual property rights available for at least a first property fiom a first intellectual 
property rights licensor and for at least a second property fiom a second intellectual 
property owner, 

a repository coupled to the first module, wherein the repository is configured to 
store the information related to fiie intellectual rights for the first property and the second 
property, and 

a second module configured to: 

visually present to a first potential licensee a first Ucense form including license 
terms defined by the first intellectual property rights Ucensor; 

receive data entered into the first license form by the first potential licensee, the 
data including a request to license a first right; 

determine if the first right is available, and if the first right is available, to submit 
the first license request, including at least a portion of the received data, for approval; 
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transmit a first license approval to the first potmtial licensee; 

visually present to a second potential licmsee a second license fonn including 
license terms defined by the second intellectual property ri^ts lienor; 

receive data entered into the second liceaisc fonn by the second potential licensee, 
the data including a request to license a second right; 

determine if the second right is available, and if the second right is available, to 
submit the second license request, including at least a portion of the received data, for 
approval; 

transmit a second license approval to the second potential licensee. 

8. The system as defined in Claim 7, wherein the Ucense approval is provided by the 
licensor after the received data is transmitted to the licensor. 

9. The system as defined in Claim 7, the repository is configured to indicate when the 
first rigibt has been licensed to die potaitial licmsee in real time* 

10. The system as defined in Claim 7, wherein the repository is configured to 
determine the availability of intellectual property rights fiirou^ bi-directional hierarchical 
navigation and implied data relations. 

11. A method of managing and licensing rigihts associated with media, the me&od 
comprising: 

electronically receiving firom a rights licensor of a first media an instruction 
defining which system entities and entity attributes can be used as search param^ers by a 
search engine; 

electronically receiving fix)m the rights licensor a definition of information types 
that a potential licensee is to provide in a license request submission for at least a first 
right for the first media; 

electronically receiving fix)m the rights licensor instructions as to what human 
perceptible notifications are to be provided to the rights licensor and to the potential 
licensee during the licensing transaction; 
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electronically receiving from the rights licensor au&orizing instructions 
configured to specify which person is authorized to perform predetermined acts during 
the licensing transaction; and 

conducting, using a computer system, the licensing transaction in accordance with 
the rights licensor's notification instructions, and authorizing instructions. 

12. The method as defined in Claim 11, fiirfher comprising receiving a licensing 
request over the Internet from the potential licensee. 

13. The metiiod as defined in Claim 11, fiirther comprising electronically receiving 
from the rights licensor pricing, payment and delivery rules. 

14. The method as defined in Claim 11, wherein the system entities include one or 
more of properties, rights, requests, agreements, licenses, quotes, agents, licensees, and licensors. 

15. The method as defined in Claim 11, wherein the system attributes include one or 
more of a rating, a genre, a territory, a language, a term start, and a term end. 

16. The method as defined in Claim 11, wherein the rights licensor uses a license 
template stored in computer readable mmory to define the information types that the potential 
licensee is to provide. 

17. Hie m^od as defined in Claim 1 1, wherein the rights lienor specifies how the 
notifications are to be provided and such Uceosor specification on how the notifications are to be 
provided is stored in computer readable memory. 

18. The metiiod as defined in Claim 11, wharein at least one of the notifications 
includes status information on flie licensing transaction. 

19. The method as defined in Claim 1 1 , further comprising: 

providing over a network a licensing form to the potential licensee requesting the 
information as defined by the rights licensor; 

receiving over the network the requested information, including an indication as 
to what right the potential licensee wants to license, from the potmtial licensee; 

determining, using a computer systan, if the right the potential licensee wants to 
licmse is available; 
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transmitting over the network at least a portion of the received requested 
information to tiie rights Uceosor; 

receiving from the rights licensor a commxmication indicating if the potential 
licmsee is granted the right the potential licensee wants to license, where such indication 
is stored in computer readable memory; and 

electronically transmitting information related to the grant to the potential 
lic^ssee. 

20. The method as defined in Claim 19, wherein if tibe response &om the rights licensor 
is a UcCTse q)proval, furth^ comprising updating in real time a database stored in computer 
readable mCTiory and used to store right status information. 

21. The method as defined in Claim 1 1, wherein the first media is a movie. 

22. The method as defined in Claim 11, wh^ein the first media is a musical 
performance. 

23 . The method as defined in Claim 1 1 , wherein the first media is a photograph. 

24. The method as defined in Claim 1 1, wherdn the first media is a documCTt. 

25. An apparatus for managing licensing transactions related to media rights, the 
apparatus comprising instructions stored in computer readable memory configured to: 
transmit over a network to a first user first licensing terms defined by a licensor for a first media 
property; 

receive over a network a license inquiry fix>m the first user regarding at least a 
first right for the first media propertjr, 

receive a response fix)m the first user to the first licensing terms, the first user 
response including a license acceptance, a counteroffer, or an indication that the first user 
is not proceeding with the licensing transaction; 

set a first status in real-time related to the first rigfht at least partly in response to 
the first m&L response; 
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transmit a notification relating to the user response to a recipient designated by .tiie 
licensor; receive an instruction from the licensor after transmitting the notification, and at 
least partly in response to the instruction, to set a second status related to the first right; 

transmit over a netwoilc to a second user second licensing tenns defined by a 
licensor for a second media property; 

receive over a network a license inquiry fi:om the second user regarding at least a 
second right for the second media property; 

receive a response fix>m the second user to the second licensing terms, the second 
user response including a license acceptance^ a counteroffi^, or an indication that the 
second user is not proceeding with the licensing transaction; 

set a second status in real-time related to the second right at least partly in 
response to the second user response; 

transmit a notification relating to the user response to a recipient designated by the 
licensor; and 

receive an instruction fi*om the licensor after transmitting the notification, and at 
least partly in response to the instruction, to set a second status related to the second right 

26. The apparatus as defined in Claim 25, wherein the user inquiry specifies a license 
time period. 

27. The ^paratus as defined in Claim 25, wherein the user inquiry specifies a territory 
for the license, including a govemmratal and/or a geographic regional tenritory, 

28. The apparatus as defined in Claim 25, wherein the user inquiry specifies a media 
language that is a himian language. 

29. The apparatus as defined in Claim 25, wh^ein the licensing terms include a payment 
due date. 
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X. EVTOENCE APPENDIX 


None. 






XI. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 



None. 
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